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TAGS NATO PFOR UN PARM 

SUBJECT NATO DISARMAMENT EXPERTS DISCUSSION OF UNSSOD 

1 . SUMMARY: AT THE APRIL 20-21 MEETING OF THE NATO 
DISARMAMENT EXPERTS, DISCUSSION OF THE US SPECIAL 
SESSION ON DISARMAMENT FOCUSED ON THE NEED FOR INTEN 
SIFIED ALLIED CONSULTATIONS IN PREPARATION FOR THE 
1978 MEETING; REPLIES TO THE UNSYG; THE PROBABLE ROLE 
OF THE SOVIETS AT THE MEETING; THE NEED FOR DIALOGUE 
WITH THE NON-ALIGNED; AND THE UPCOMING MEETING OF THE 
PREPARATORY COMMITTEE. CONCENSUS OF THE EXPERTS 
FAVORED A SPECIAL POLAD MEETING TO BE HELD IN LATE 
MAY TO DISCUSS FURTHER THE NON-ALIGNED POSITION PAPER 
AND A CANADIAN SUGGEYTION THAT A PREPCON SUBCOMMITTEE 

BE ESTABLISHED TO BEGIN DRAFTING THE FINAL CONFERENCE DOCUMENT. 
END SUMMARY. 

2. OF THE ELEVEN NATIONS REPRESENTED. SEVEN (NORWAY. 
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UK. US, CANADA, FRANCE. THE NETHERLANDS AND ITALY) 

STATED THAT THEY HAVE DRAFTED BUT NOT YET SUBMITTED 
THEIR REPLIES TO THE UNSYG. BOTH DENMARK AND TURKEY 
HAVE ALREADY DONE SO. IN LIGHT OF THEIR PLANS TO 
CIRCULATE THEIR DRAFT REPLIES TO THE OTHER DELEGATIONS. 

EXPERTS DID NOT GIVE DETAILED SUMMARIES OF THEIR POSITIONS. 

3. THE FRG (RUTH) EMPHASIZED THE NECESSITY FOR WESTERN 
CONSULTATIONS WITH THE NON-ALIGNED STATES LEADING UP TO 
THE SSOD. HE CITED RECENT DISCUSSION IN BONN WITH 
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THE YUGOSLAV REPRESENTATIVES TO THE NACC AND THE SERIOUS- 
NESS WITH WHICH THE NON-ALIGNED ARE APPROACHING DISARMA- 
MENT ISSUES. ACCORDING TO THE FRG, THESE STATES VIEW THE 1978 
MEETING AS THE FIRST IN A SERIES TO BE HELD UNDER UN 
AUSPICES. THE GERMAN POSITION WAS WIDELY SUPPORTED: 
BELGIUM AND THE UK STRESSED THE NEED FOR SUCH 
CONSULTATIONS WITH NON-ALIGNED LEADERS, NOTABLY 
YUGOSLAVIA. DENMARK (SCHOEN) VIEWED THE SSOD AS AN 
OPPORTUNITY FOR THE WEST TO IMPROVE ITS IMAGE IN THE 
DEVELOPING WORLD AND URGED THAT IT ADOPT AN ACTIVE 
STANCE AT THE CONFERENCE. 

4. BELGIUM ( ONKELINX ) AND DENMARK EXPRESSED SIMILAR 
EXPECTATIONS REGARDING THE SOVIET ROLE AT THE SSOD 
NOTING THAT THE USSR APPEARED TO HAVE LOST INTEREST 
IN THE CONFERENCE. SEVERAL DELEGATIONS NOTED THAT 
LACK OF SUPPORT FOR A WORLD CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT 
(WDC) ACCOUNTED FOR SOVIET ALOOFNESS. CANADA SUGGESTED 
THAT WILLINGNESS TO CONSIDER FOLLOW-ON SSOD’S 

COULD FURTHER DEFLATE SOVIET WDC EFFORTS. HOWEVER. 

THE UK (EDMONDS) QUESTIONED SOVIET 

MOTIVES, CITING SOVIET DEMARCHES TO ITALY AND THE FRG 
AS WELL AS THE UK FOR BILATERAL CONSULTATIONS WITH THE 
USSR ON SSOD ISSUES. FRANCE (MISTRAL) WARNED AGAINST 
COMPLAENCY REGARDING SOVIET INACTIVITY, 

AND FORESAW A RENEWED CAMPAIGN TO LINK SSOD WITH WDC. 
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5. TURKEY (ULUCEVIK) NOTED THAT THE MOST RECENT 
VERSION OF THE NON ALIGNED PAPER WAS IDENTICAL TO 
THE EARLIER DRAFT WITH THE ADDITION OF REFERENCES 
TO A WDC. FRANCE (MISTRAL) CATEGORIZED THE TEXT AS 
AN EXHAUSTIVE CATALOGUE OF DISARMAMENT PROCEDURES 
AND WARNED THAT IF THE SSOD WERE TO BASE ITS WORK ON THIS 
DOCUMENT, THE CONFERENCE WOULD BE UNABLE TO REACH 
CONCLUSIONS. THE US (SLOSS) SHARED THIS OPINION, 

BUT SAW SOME ENCOURAGING SIGNS OF PRAGMATISM, RESULTING 

PROBABLY FROM YUGOSLAV INFLUENCE. THE NETHERLANDS 

(BRUYNS) CITED A COVERING MEMO WHICH INDICATED 

THAT THE DRAFT WAS INTENDED TO ASSIST THE NON-ALIGNED 

IN PREPARING THEIR REPLIES TO THE UNSYG 

AND NOT TO LIMIT THEIR SCOPE. THE FRG (RUTH), REFERRING 

TO ITS RECENT CONSULTATIONS WITH THE YUGOSLAVS, 

VIEWED THE NON-ALIGNED AS OPEN TO CONSULTATION WITH THE 
WEST. BUT BELGIUM (ONKELINX) WARNED THAT THE NON-ALIGNED 
MIGHT BE MORE RECEPTIVE TO SOVIET INITIATIVES THAN 
WESTERN ONES AND THAT AN ALLIANCE BETWEEN THE EAST 
AND THE NON-ALIGNED MIGHT EASILY ARISE AT THE SSOD. 
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6. THE UK (EDMONDS) SAID FIRST PREPCON HAD GONE AS 
WELL AS COULD BE EXPECTED AND NOTED THAT HANDLING OF 
DISARMAMENT ISSUES AT FALL UNGA WOULD HAVE CONSIDERABLE 
IMPACT ON THE SSOD, PERHAPS DISTRACTING INTEREST FROM PREPCOMS. 

7. CANADA (HAMMOND) SAID HIS GOVERNMENT BELIEVED SSOD'S 
SUCCESS OR FAILURE WOULD DEPEND HEAVILY ON CONTENT OF 
FINAL DOCUMENT OF THE SESSION, AND DEGREE OF CONCENSUS 
IT HAD GAINED. FOR THIS REASON CANADA WAS PROPOSING 

IN ITS REPLY TO SYG THE ESTABLISHMENT 

OF A DRAFTING SUBCOMMITTEE AT THE MAY MEETING TO BEGIN 
WORK IMMEDIATELY ON THE FINAL DOCUMENT. FRANCE (MISTRAL) 
QUESTIONED WHETHER THE PRECON'S MANDATE INCLUDED SUCH 
ACTIVITIES AND OTHER DELEGATIONS (US, UK) POINTED OUT 
DISADVANTAGES OF DRAFTING TOO EARLY, AS THIS MIGHT 
LEAD TO DEBATE OVER LANGUAGE RATHER THAN CONTENT 
AND INTERFERE WITH NATIONAL RE-EXAMINATIONS OF ARMS 
CONTROL ISSUES IN PREPARATION FOR THE SSOD. A UK 
PROPOSAL THAT ALLIES BEGIN WORK ON A WESTERN PRE- 
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LIMINARY DRAFT FOR USE AT AN APPROPRIATE FUTURE 
TIME, PERHAPS THE 3RD PREPCON, FOUND WIDE SUPPORT. 

DELEGATIONS ALSO AGREED THAT THE SCOPE OF THE FINAL 
DOCUMENT, WHICH ALL RECOGNIZED AS INEVITABLE, BE 
NEITHER TOO GENERAL NOR TOO SPECIFIC AND THAT 
WESTERN COLLABORATIVE EFFORT WOULD 

BE NECESSARY TO ENSURE THE PRODUCTION OF A SUITABLE TEXT. 

8. THE FRG (RUTH) STRESSED THE NEED FOR THE 
INTENSIFICATION OF ALLIED CONSULTATIONS IN 
PREPARATION FOR THE SSOD. A UK SUGGESTION FOR FURTHER 
DISCUSSION OF THE NON-ALIGNED PAPER (PARA 5) AND OF 
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CANADIAN PROPOSAL FOR A DRAFTING SUBCOMMITTEE (PARA 6) 

WAS WIDELY SUPPORTED. THE NETHERLANDS INDICATED 
THAT SUCH DISCUSSION MIGHT APPROPRIATELY BE HELD FIRST IN THE 
POLADS. THE CHAIR (PABSCH) STATED THAT HE WOULD PASS ON IN HIS 
REPORT TO THE NAC THE CONCENSUS OF THE MEETING CALLING FOR A 
SPECIAL MEETING OF THE POLADS IN THE SECOND HALF OF MAY DEVOTED 
TO THESE ISSUES. PEREZ 

CONFIDENTIAL 


« END OF DOCUMENT » 


Margaret P. Grafeld Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 22 May 2009 



Margaret P. Grafeld Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 22 May 2009 


Message Attributes 


Automatic Decaptioning: X 

Capture Date: 30-Aug-1999 12:00:00 am 

Channel Indicators: n/a 

Current Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 

Concepts: n/a 

Control Number: n/a 

Copy: SINGLE 

Sent Date: 22-Apr-1977 12:00:00 am 
Decaption Date: 01 -Jan-1 960 12:00:00 am 

Decaption Note: 

Disposition Action: RELEASED 
Disposition Approved on Date: 

Disposition Case Number: n/a 
Disposition Comment: 25 YEAR REVIEW 
Disposition Date: 22 May 2009 
Disposition Event: 

Disposition History: n/a 
Disposition Reason: 

Disposition Remarks: 

Document Number: 1977NATO02348 

Document Source: ADS 

Document Unique ID: 00 

Drafter: n/a 

Enclosure: n/a 

Executive Order: N/A 

Errors: n/a 

Expiration: 

Film Number: n/a 
Format: TEL 
From: NATO 

Handling Restrictions: n/a 
Image Path: 

ISecure: 1 

Legacy Key: Iink1977/newtext/t1 977041 02/baaabdcz. tel 

Line Count: 173 
Litigation Code IDs: 

Litigation Codes: 

Litigation History: 

Locator: TEXT ON-LINE 

Message ID: 4afcb39b-c288-dd11-92da-001cc4696bcc 

Office: ACTION EUR 

Original Classification: CONFIDENTIAL 

Original Handling Restrictions: n/a 

Original Previous Classification: n/a 

Original Previous Handling Restrictions: n/a 

Page Count: 4 

Previous Channel Indicators: 

Previous Classification: CONFIDENTIAL 
Previous Handling Restrictions: n/a 
Reference: n/a 
Retention: 0 

Review Action: RELEASED, APPROVED 
Review Content Flags: 

Review Date: 09-Mar-2005 12:00:00 am 
Review Event: 

Review Exemptions: n/a 
Review Media Identifier: 

Review Release Date: n/a 
Review Release Event: n/a 
Review Transfer Date: 

Review Withdrawn Fields: n/a 
SAS ID: 2666888 
Secure: OPEN 

Status: <DBA CHANGED> MCM 20040810 

Subject: SUBJECT NATO DISARMAMENT EXPERTS DISCUSSION OF UNSSOD 

TAGS: NATO, PFOR, UN, PARM 

To: STATE USUN N Y MULTIPLE 

Type: TE 

vdkvgwkey : odbc://SAS/SAS.dbo.SAS_Docs/4afcb39b-c288-dd1 1 -92da-001 cc4696bcc 
Review Markings: 

Margaret P. Grafeld 
Declassified/Released 
US Department of State 
EO Systematic Review 
22 May 2009 

Markings: Margaret P. Grafeld Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 22 May 2009 


Margaret P. Grafeld Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 22 May 2009 



